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lifetime]’’? [The heirs take over her estate, and even after she has died 
they are responsible for her debts. ] 


If we deal with a case in which the heirs inherited only movables, why 
in such a case does R. Yohanan say, “Even if it had not been 
designated [in her lifetime]?” [Why should the heirs be responsible, 
since they have not inherited real estate and so are not responsible for 
her debts at all!] 


But what is at issue between [Samuel and Yohanan]? 
A case in which the heirs inherited real estate. 


In the view of Samuel [speaking of the Temple treasurers who come to 
claim their due], as to laying claim to the property of the estate, they do 
not [have to bother to] lay claim, and as to seizing as a pledge property 
of the estate, they do not do that either. [The treasurers do not have to 
go to that trouble; if the beast had been designated, they just take it. 
Otherwise, the heirs owe nothing. ] 


[76b] As to the view of R. Yohanan, with regard to seizing a pledge, 
they do seize property of the estate as a pledge [for what is owing to 
the Temple]. 


If the heirs inherited movables only, as to the view of R. Yohanan, in 
regard to laying claim, they do lay claim against the estate. In regard to 
seizing a pledge, they do not seize a pledge. 


In the view of Samuel, even as regard to laying claim, they do not lay 
claim. 


1:2 


[A] The House of Shammai say, “The appearance-offering must be worth 


at least two pieces of silver, and the festal-offering at least one 
maah of silver.” 


[B] And the House of Hillel say, “The appearance-offering must be at 
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least one maah of silver, and the festal-offering must be worth at 
least two pieces of silver.” 


The appearance-offering is presented under the rules governing burnt- 
offerings, and the festal-offering is presented under the rules governing 
peace-offerings. 


The House of Shammai say, “They spend more on burnt-offerings and 
less on peace-offerings.” 


